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Readers are advised that the Australian Transport Safety Bureau investigates for the sole purpose 
of enhancing transport safety. Consequently, Bureau reports are confined to matters of safety 
significance and may be misleading if used for any other purposes. 

 
Investigations commenced on or before 30 June 2003, including the publication of reports as a result of 
those investigations, are authorised by the CEO of the Bureau in accordance with Part 2A of the Air 
Navigation Act 1920. 
 
Investigations commenced after 1 July 2003, including the publication of reports as a result of those 
investigations, are authorised by the CEO of the Bureau in accordance with the Transport Safety 
Investigation Act 2003 (TSI Act). Reports released under the TSI Act are not admissible as evidence in any 
civil or criminal proceedings. 
 
NOTE: All air safety occurrences reported to the ATSB are categorised and recorded. For a detailed 
explanation on Category definitions please refer to the ATSB website at www.atsb.gov.au. 

http://www.atsb.gov.au/�
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Occurrence Number: 198903850 Occurrence Type: Accident 
Location: 5 km S of Boonah QLD 
Date: 11 October 1989 Time: 1200 
Highest Injury Level: Fatal  
Injuries:   

 Fatal Serious Minor None 
Crew 1 1 0 0 
Ground 0 0 0 - 
Passenger 0 0 0 0 
Total 1 1 0 0 

 
Aircraft Details: Drifter Ultralight   
Registration: AUF25-317   
Serial Number: DR89-0373   
Operation Type: Sport Aviation   
Damage Level: Destroyed   
Departure Point: Boonah QLD   
Departure Time: 1135   
Destination: Boonah QLD   
 
Approved for Release: 20th February 1990 

Circumstances: 

The pilot was undergoing a check flight with an instructor, as he was contemplating purchasing this type of aircraft. 
This was the first occasion that the pilot and instructor had flown together. A series of exercises was carried out, 
during which the pilot was asked to demonstrate a power on stall at a height of approximately 500 feet. During this 
exercise, the pilot did not lower the nose sufficiently during the recovery. The pilot was not accustomed to 
practising stalling at such a low altitude, and during his previous training this had been carried out at 1500 feet. 
After some discussion another stall recovery was carried out, and on this occasion the pilot used the correct 
technique. The instructor then decided to return to the strip to carry out some circuits and landings as he assessed 
the pilot to be unsuitable to fly solo. The flying technique required by the instructor was generally at variance to that 
previously experienced by the pilot, and it would appear that the check flight was rather vigorous without the 
opportunity to become accustomed to the environment. During the return flight, the instructor described the 
circumstances which could cause the aircraft to stall during a forced landing with no power. To demonstrate this, he 
then closed the throttle at a height of between 300 and 500 feet, and asked the pilot to adopt a glide attitude, initiate 
a stall and then effect a recovery without the use of engine power. The pilot did not lower the nose sufficiently after 
the stall symptoms appeared, and he was told to further lower the nose, as a steep nose down attitude is required to 
effect this type of recovery. When the pilot did not commence to ease the aircraft out of the ensuing dive, the 
instructor called that he was taking over, but he was unable to move the controls. The pilot had become rigid at the 
controls, the instructor was unable to correct the situation, and the aircraft remained in a pronounced nose down 
attitude until ground impact. 

Significant Factors: 

The following factors were considered relevant to the development of the accident  
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1. The instructor was carrying out stalling practice at a low height.  

2. The pilot mishandled the controls, probably due to misapprehension.  

3. The pilot apparently panicked and became rigid on the controls when the aircraft was in a steep nosedown 
attitude near the ground.  

4. The instructor was unable to regain control of the aircraft before it struck the ground. 

Reccomendations: 

The Civil Aviation Authority in conjunction with the Australian Ultralight Federation, should consider specifying 
minimum heights above ground level for ultralight aircraft engaged in stalling, spinning and unusual attitude 
recovery practice. 

 


